
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5105 July 12, 2006 
first public speech that DHS must base 
its actions on threat, vulnerability, 
and consequence. Unfortunately, ac-
tion has not measured up to that rhet-
oric. Last month, the Department cut 
by 40 percent for New York and Wash-
ington, D.C., cut funding by 40 percent, 
two cities that have been attacked and 
the two cities that remain the most 
likely targets for future attacks. 

We are all looking for the best way to 
spend the limited money that has thus 
far been allocated to homeland secu-
rity. The Department perfected the art 
of allocating funds the wrong way. 

In addition to ignoring the plain 
facts about risk and vulnerability, DHS 
has sat on the sidelines in developing 
standards for safety and security. This 
void is being met in some areas such as 
New York where the Metropolitan 
Transit Agency has added 200 officers 
and 25 K–9 bomb detection units since 
September 11. New York City has 1,000 
counterterrorism officers. The city and 
the MTA are working to develop and 
install state-of-the-art air monitoring 
devices in the transit system. 

We knew that communications inter-
operability presented a problem for 
first responders in Oklahoma City. 
Those problems turned deadly on Sep-
tember 11. Nearly 5 years after Sep-
tember 11, first responders are still 
waiting for the administration to issue 
an actual interoperability plan. This 
abdication of responsibility has forced 
many cities and States to dig their own 
deficits deeper to put national security 
measures in place. That is not a plan, 
it is not a strategy, it is a failure of 
leadership that we are seeing again and 
again. 

Mr. Speaker, our homeland security 
efforts are a race against the clock. We 
have received several wakeup calls. We 
don’t need another study or another of-
fice or another Under Secretary; we 
need action. And next week I hope the 
House Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity markup of the Department of 
Homeland Security authorization bill 
will provide us a real opportunity to 
strengthen our homeland security and 
spur DHS to act more quickly to pro-
tect the American people. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia 
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Ms. NORTON addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

INCREASING THE MINIMUM WAGE 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to speak out of turn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 

Mr. Speaker, Members of the House, 

earlier today we had a motion to in-
struct on the vocational education con-
ference, and the motion to instruct was 
about the minimum wage and about 
the need of 6 million people who work 
at the minimum wage for an increase 
in that minimum wage. These individ-
uals have been stuck at $5.15 since 1997. 
They are earning 1997 wages in the year 
2006. 

Over 80 percent of Americans from all 
across the country, obviously if it is 80 
percent of Americans, from every walk 
of life, from every social economic 
strata, believes that these people are 
entitled to an increase in their wages, 
and they believe that out of fairness, 
they believe that out of a sense of fair 
play for these individuals. They know 
when they look at their own life, be 
they middle class or be they rich, the 
fact of the matter is they recognize 
that costs have gone up, that the cost 
of food has gone up, that the cost of 
bread has gone up, that the cost of 
milk has gone up, that the cost of edu-
cation has gone up, that the cost of 
utilities has gone up, the cost of gaso-
line of course has soared. And these 
people in many ways are dependent, 
whether it is on public transit or 
whether it is on their own automobiles, 
it costs them more to go to work. 

And so America understands this 
very clearly. But the critical piece to 
getting these people the minimum 
wage is to get the Republican leader-
ship in the House of Representatives to 
understand the morality of this deci-
sion to provide for a minimum wage, 
because these people are working under 
a Federal minimum wage that was im-
posed in 1997. And until the Republican 
leadership decides to go forward, these 
people will not get that increase in the 
wages that they so desperately need. 

Now, there is a glimmer of hope, be-
cause today 64 Republicans made the 
decision to support the motion to in-
struct. I assume they understood that 
this motion to instruct will not become 
law. I hope they didn’t vote for it be-
cause it won’t become law; I hope that 
it wasn’t about posturing. I talked to 
many of them before the vote and after 
the vote, and they told me that they 
wanted to speak and vote on the min-
imum wage and to send a message. And 
they did that today. Hopefully that 
message will start to be received by the 
Republican leadership in the House of 
Representatives and they will schedule 
a minimum-wage bill for an up or down 
vote on this House floor, and we will 
get to speak our wills and hopefully we 
will reflect what the American people 
want us to do, and that is to give these 
people an increase in the minimum 
wage. 

So I would hope that this vote that 
was taken today will be the beginning 
of the Republican leadership walking 
toward that decision to provide for an 
increase in the minimum wage. I would 
hope that they would do that because 
it is the right thing to do. I would hope 
that they would do that without trick-
ing up the bill, without making the bill 

so that it can pass the House but it 
can’t get passed in the Senate or it 
won’t get done in conference. I hope 
they will do it soon enough so that it 
can become the law of the land. 

We all understand the political 
games that can be played, but these po-
litical games are tragically almost le-
thal to these families. These people go 
to work every day for a whole year and 
they end up with $10,700, and out of 
that $10,700 not only are they substan-
tially below the official poverty line, 
so you are making a decision that the 
official minimum wage in this country 
will keep these individuals locked in 
poverty. 

That is not the only part of it. It 
means that those people, those people 
will have more difficulty in providing 
the necessities for their families, for 
their children, because many of these 
minimum wage workers have children 
who rely on that wage as a means of 
holding the household together. So as 
rents have continued to go up and en-
ergy has continued to go up and tele-
communications has gone up, all of 
these things have gone up, these people 
struggle with this every day. 

I dare say most of us in Congress, we 
work an 8-hour day or 10-hour day or 
12-hour day, but when we go home we 
are done. These people have a second 
job. They have to figure out how to 
economically hold their household to-
gether, how to provide for their chil-
dren, how to provide food and rent and 
health care and all of these things to-
gether on $10,700 a year. That is dif-
ficult. That is tough. 

I hope that today’s vote with 64 Re-
publicans sending a message to their 
leadership that they want to speak out, 
they want to vote on the minimum 
wage, that the Republican leadership 
will respond in kind and give the House 
of Representatives the vote that the 
American people desire. 

f 

b 1700 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.) 

f 

RAIL SECURITY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Indiana (Ms. CARSON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. CARSON. Mr. Speaker, we face a 
grave and growing threat. The safety of Amer-
ica’s rails and subways is on shaky ground al-
most five years after September 11th. We 
need to take a hard, honest look at the issue 
of rail security and give America’s rail pas-
sengers the same level of confidence that air-
line passengers get everyday. 

In recent years, we have experienced an 
annual average of 30 terrorist attacks on pas-
senger rail across the world. The past three 
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